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NOTI CE 
This opinion is subject to further 
editing and modification.  The final 
version will appear in the bound 
volume of the official reports.   
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ATTORNEY di sci pl i nar y pr oceedi ng.    Attorney publicly 

reprimanded.   

 

¶1 PER CURI AM.    We r evi ew Ref er ee Chr i st i ne Har r i s 

Tayl or ' s r ecommendat i on t hat  t hi s cour t  publ i c l y r epr i mand 

At t or ney John R.  Loew f or  t wo count s of  pr of essi onal  mi sconduct .   

¶2 Because no appeal  has been f i l ed,  we r evi ew t he 

r ef er ee' s r epor t  pur suant  t o SCR 22. 17( 2) . 1  Af t er  conduct i ng our  

                                                 
1 SCR 22. 17( 2)  st at es:  

I f  no appeal  i s  f i l ed t i mel y,  t he supr eme cour t  
shal l  r evi ew t he r ef er ee' s r epor t ;  adopt ,  r ej ect  or  
modi f y t he r ef er ee' s f i ndi ngs and concl usi ons or  
r emand t he mat t er  t o t he r ef er ee f or  addi t i onal  
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i ndependent  r evi ew of  t he mat t er ,  we accept  and adopt  t he 

r ef er ee' s f i ndi ngs of  f act ,  whi ch wer e based on t he al l egat i ons 

of  t he compl ai nt  f i l ed by t he Of f i ce of  Lawyer  Regul at i on ( OLR) ,  

due t o At t or ney Loew' s def aul t .   We agr ee t he OLR i s ent i t l ed t o 

a def aul t  j udgment ,  and we det er mi ne t hat  At t or ney Loew' s 

mi sconduct  war r ant s a publ i c r epr i mand.   We i mpose t he f ul l  

cost s of  t hi s pr oceedi ng on At t or ney Loew.   The cost s t ot al ed 

$549. 23 as of  November  9,  2011.  

¶3 At t or ney Loew was admi t t ed t o pr act i ce l aw i n 

Wi sconsi n i n 1994.   Hi s Wi sconsi n l aw l i cense i s cur r ent l y 

suspended f or  nonpayment  of  St at e Bar  dues and f or  noncompl i ance 

wi t h cont i nui ng l egal  educat i on ( CLE)  r equi r ement s.   I n 2010 

At t or ney Loew was suspended f or  60 days f or  seven count s of  

mi sconduct  ar i s i ng out  of  hi s handl i ng of  t wo pr obat e mat t er s.   

I n r e Di sci pl i nar y Pr oceedi ngs Agai nst  Loew,  2010 WI  23,  323 

Wi s.  2d 670,  780 N. W. 2d 523.   That  mat t er  was al so handl ed by 

Ref er ee Tayl or .  

¶4 On Apr i l  8,  2011,  t he OLR f i l ed t he cur r ent  compl ai nt  

agai nst  At t or ney Loew.   I t  al l eges t wo count s of  pr of essi onal  

mi sconduct ,  bot h i nvol v i ng At t or ney Loew' s r epr esent at i on of  

R. H.   

¶5 The compl ai nt  al l eges t hat  i n Oct ober  2007,  R. H.  

r et ai ned At t or ney Loew t o pr epar e her  est at e pl an,  whi ch 

i ncl uded r emovi ng her  deceased husband' s name f r om a deed and 

                                                                                                                                                             
f i ndi ngs;  and det er mi ne and i mpose appr opr i at e 
di sci pl i ne.   The cour t ,  on i t s own mot i on,  may or der  
t he par t i es t o f i l e br i ef s i n t he mat t er .  
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t i t l i ng a condomi ni um sol el y i n her  name.   At t or ney Loew and 

R. H.  di d not  execut e a wr i t t en f ee agr eement .   At t or ney Loew 

t ol d R. H.  t hat  when he was done he woul d send her  a bi l l .   

At t or ney Loew met  wi t h R. H.  on one occasi on i n Oct ober  2007.   

Thi s was t he onl y t i me At t or ney Loew met  i n per son wi t h R. H.   

¶6 On Oct ober  11,  2007,  t hi s cour t  suspended At t or ney 

Loew' s l i cense t o pr act i ce l aw f or  mi sconduct  unr el at ed t o t he 

R. H.  mat t er .   On t hat  same dat e,  t he cour t  mai l ed At t or ney 

Loew' s not i ce of  suspensi on t o hi s home and of f i ce addr esses.  

At t or ney Loew di d not  advi se R. H.  of  hi s suspensi on.  

¶7 On Oct ober  12,  2007,  At t or ney Loew mai l ed R. H.  dr af t s 

of  her  est at e pl anni ng document s and r equest ed t hat  she comment  

on t hese dr af t s.   On Oct ober  15,  2007,  At t or ney Loew sent  R. H.  a 

bi l l  f or  l egal  ser vi ces i n t he amount  of  $650.   I n November  2007 

R. H.  pai d t hi s bi l l  i n f ul l .   

¶8 Bet ween November  2007 and t he spr i ng of  2008,  R. H.  

cal l ed At t or ney Loew mul t i pl e t i mes t o advi se hi m of  some 

changes t hat  she want ed hi m t o make t o t he document s.   At t or ney 

Loew di d not  r espond.    

¶9 I n t he summer  of  2008,  R. H.  r et ai ned successor  

counsel .   On June 18,  2008,  R. H. ' s new l awyer  sent  At t or ney Loew 

a l et t er  r equest i ng t hat  At t or ney Loew r ef und R. H.  t he f ees she 

pai d hi m f or  l egal  ser vi ces.   On Sept ember  12,  2008,  At t or ney 

Loew e- mai l ed t he l awyer  t o i ndi cat e he woul d r ef und R. H.  $650,  

l ess $30 f or  t r avel ,  i n exchange f or  R. H.  r et ur ni ng al l  of  t he 

document s t hat  At t or ney Loew had pr evi ousl y pr epar ed f or  her .   
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On November  25,  2008,  At t or ney Loew sent  a $620 r ef und check t o 

R. H.  

¶10 The OLR' S compl ai nt  al l eged t hat  by f ai l i ng t o r espond 

t o R. H. ' s t el ephone cal l s r egar di ng i nf or mat i on r el at i ng t o hi s 

r epr esent at i on of  her ,  At t or ney Loew vi ol at ed SCR 20: 1. 4( a) ( 4) . 2  

The second count  of  t he compl ai nt  al l eged t hat  by f ai l i ng t o 

pr oper l y i nf or m R. H.  of  hi s l i cense suspensi on,  hi s consequent  

i nabi l i t y  t o act  as an at t or ney,  and t hat  R. H.  shoul d seek l egal  

advi ce el sewher e,  At t or ney Loew vi ol at ed SCR 22. 26( 1) ( a)  and 

( b) , 3 enf or ceabl e v i a SCR 20: 8. 4( f ) . 4  The OLR sought  a publ i c 

r epr i mand and t he i mposi t i on of  cost s.    

¶11 At t or ney Loew f ai l ed t o f i l e an answer  t o t he 

compl ai nt  and,  on Jul y 28,  2011,  some 90 days af t er  t he answer  

                                                 
2 SCR 20: 1. 4( a) ( 4)  pr ovi des t hat  a l awyer  shal l  " pr ompt l y 

compl y wi t h r easonabl e r equest s by t he c l i ent  f or  
i nf or mat i on;  .  .  .  . "  

3 SCR 22. 26( 1) ( a)  and ( b)  pr ovi de as f ol l ows:   

On or  bef or e t he ef f ect i ve dat e of  l i cense 
suspensi on or  r evocat i on,  an at t or ney whose l i cense i s 
suspended or  r evoked shal l  do al l  of  t he f ol l owi ng:   

( a)  Not i f y by cer t i f i ed mai l  al l  c l i ent s bei ng 
r epr esent ed i n pendi ng mat t er s of  t he suspensi on or  
r evocat i on and of  t he at t or ney' s consequent  i nabi l i t y  
t o act  as an at t or ney f ol l owi ng t he ef f ect i ve dat e of  
t he suspensi on or  r evocat i on.   

( b)  Advi se t he c l i ent s t o seek l egal  advi ce of  
t hei r  choi ce el sewher e.  

4 SCR 20: 8. 4( f )  s t at es i t  i s  pr of essi onal  mi sconduct  f or  a 
l awyer  t o " v i ol at e a st at ut e,  supr eme cour t  r ul e,  supr eme cour t  
or der  or  supr eme cour t  deci s i on r egul at i ng t he conduct  of  
l awyer s;  .  .  .  . "  
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was due,  t he OLR f i l ed a mot i on f or  a def aul t  j udgment  t o whi ch 

At t or ney Loew di d not  r espond.   The r ef er ee conduct ed a 

t el ephoni c schedul i ng conf er ence.   At t or ney Loew di d not  appear  

despi t e havi ng r ecei ved not i ce of  t he conf er ence f r om t he 

r ef er ee.    

¶12 On Oct ober  24,  2011,  t he r ef er ee i ssued a br i ef  or der  

ent i t l ed " Or der  f or  Def aul t . "   I n t hi s or der  she st at ed she 

gr ant ed t he mot i on f or  def aul t  j udgment  agai nst  At t or ney Loew 

and i mposed a publ i c r epr i mand and cost s. 5  No appeal  was f i l ed.  

¶13 I n l i ght  of  At t or ney Loew' s f ai l ur e t o appear  or  

par t i c i pat e i n t hi s case we accept  t he r ef er ee' s r ecommendat i on 

and agr ee t hat  At t or ney Loew has def aul t ed.   I n v i ew of  hi s 

def aul t  we accept  t he al l egat i ons set  f or t h i n t he compl ai nt  as 

t r ue and concl ude t hat  t he OLR has met  i t s bur den of  pr oof  wi t h 

r espect  t o t he al l egat i ons i n t he compl ai nt .    

¶14 The r ef er ee' s f i ndi ngs of  f act  have not  been shown t o 

be cl ear l y er r oneous,  and we adopt  t hem.   We al so agr ee wi t h t he 

r ef er ee' s concl usi ons of  l aw and we agr ee wi t h t he r ef er ee' s 

r ecommendat i on f or  a publ i c r epr i mand of  At t or ney Lowe' s l i cense 

t o pr act i ce l aw.   Fi nal l y,  we agr ee wi t h t he r ef er ee' s 

r ecommendat i on t hat  At t or ney Loew be r equi r ed t o pay t he cost s 

of  t hi s pr oceedi ng.  

¶15 I T I S ORDERED t hat  John R.  Loew i s publ i c l y 

r epr i manded f or  hi s pr of essi onal  mi sconduct .    

                                                 
5 We not e t hat  t hi s cour t  i mposes di sci pl i ne;  r ef er ees ar e 

t o r ecommend di sci pl i ne t o t he cour t .  
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¶16 I T I S FURTHER ORDERED t hat  wi t hi n 60 days of  t he dat e 

of  t hi s or der ,  John R.  Loew shal l  pay t o t he Of f i ce of  Lawyer  

Regul at i on t he cost s of  t hi s pr oceedi ng.   I f  t he cost s ar e not  

pai d wi t hi n t he t i me speci f i ed and John R.  Loew has not  ent er ed 

i nt o a payment  pl an appr oved by t he Of f i ce of  Lawyer  Regul at i on,  

t hen t he Of f i ce of  Lawyer  Regul at i on i s aut hor i zed t o move t hi s 

cour t  f or  a suspensi on of  t he l i cense of  John R.  Loew t o 

pr act i ce l aw i n Wi sconsi n.  
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